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The University &Georgia 

July 19, 2004  
Dr. Lester Crawt’ord 
Acting Director 
Food  and  Drug AdmInistratIon 
5600  Fisher’s Lane  
Room 1471  
Mailstop HF- I 
Rockville, MD 20857  

Dear Dr. Crawford: 

I submitted testimony ror the case between Bayer and  the Food  and  Drug Administration 
regarding the use  ofenrotloxacin in poultry operations. In reviewing the ruling by  the judge in 
the case, I was extremely disappointed in his evaluation of the information and  the conclusions he  
reached after reviewing the testimony. 

As a  brtef introduction, I am an  Assoc~atc Professor at the University orGeorgia in the 
Poultry Science Dept. I have  extensive exper ience In poultry processing plant management  prior 
to lmtiation of my position here at UGA. I have  a  large extension appointment and  have  worked 
with almost every major and  minor poultry processor in Canada,  the U.S., Mexico, and  Central 
and  South America. My area of‘expert ise IS poultry mlcrobiology and  I have  been  working in this 
area l‘or I7 ycafs. 

In my testimony, I presented evidence by  report ing the results of a  research study in 
which I asked the simple quest ion “arc [locks ofchickens that have  been  untreated or 
unsuccessful ly treated fur alrsacculltls significantly more cuntaminated with fecal material 
(rcsultlng from torn intestines) and  istth Cirrn/~.~Yoh~~( ICI.“‘?  The  study was powerful in that It was 
replicated many  times and  microblologlcal samples were encoded  and  sent to a  rct‘ercnce 
laboratory for evaluation. The  results indicated that tlucks ofchickens that had  untreated or 
unsuccessful ly treated air sacculitis inti-otions \Ccre stgnlticantly htgher in fecal contamination 
and  Cmnp~v/ohoc~cr- .  To  t’urther support  the study. I was able to obtain data collected by  a  very 
large local poultry processing plant, represenlrng 3  2 .000,OOO birds over a  two year penud.  This 
company collected data on  air sacculltls, fecal contamination. and  .%dmon~~f/u prevalence. The  
data, which was analyzed by  the Associate Department Head  of Statistics at %A, demonstrated 
a  slgnlficant (P = 0.0001) relatiunshlp between air sacculltls and  fecal contamlnatlon, and  arr 
sacculltis and  SLI/~IOW//O prevalence. All ofthis data was clearly presented in my testimony; 
however,  theJudge threw much of It out. HIS response was that this case uas  about  
Cump~~lohur~r.,  not .‘5~/monc~l/tr. As a  scientist working in this area for many  years, I strongly 
dlsagrcc Mlth 111s  assessment.  Both ofthcsc pathogens are related to fecal contamination, which 
results tionl torn intestines. This case IS about  the mlssion ut‘the Food  and  Drug Admlnlstratlon, 
which IS to ensure the safety of the Amcrlcan food supply. The  data contalncd lslthln this 
testimony indicates that his ruling IS in direct opposit ion to that whtch would be  prudent  In 
malntalning the sat&y ol‘the U.S. food supply I am absolutely convinced that LrithdraLval of 
enrotloxacln as  a  viable antIbIotIc for trcatmcnt ofpoultry would result in a  concornltant Increase 
In tbod-borne lllncss and  would be  ill advised. The  study that was submItted by  my col leagues as  



testimony provides further evidence of thus statement. Dr. Hofacre and others found that 
enrofloxscrn was the only commonly used antrbrotrc that was effectrve for controllrng arr 
sacculitrs. Again, in our study, tlocks with high air sacculttrs had significantly higher 
Cump~Yuhwtcr counts and Sdmonrfl~i prevalence. 

Moreover, testimony (stricken) was provided by the Vice President of McDonalds in 
which he stated that some poultry companies have discontinued using antibrotics and that there 
has been no adverse affect on the industry. This statement is not only false, but it is extremely 
misleading. The reason some poultry suppliers chose to discontrnue use of antibiotics had 
nothrng to do with t’ood safety. It was a choice they made to maintarn good relations with their 
major customers, such as McDonalds. McDonalds was putting pressure on these producers to 
drsconttnue usmg antibiotics. The reason McDonalds was putting pressure on poultry producers 
was because ot’prcssurc from special Interest groups who have little or no understanding of the 
data that IS constantly being produced by the scientrlic community. Thus, the fundamental reason 
for discontinued USC was not screntific. but a response to a squeaking wheel. Special interest 
groups often have a narrow view ofpublic safety. They want to impose their will based on 
unscrentific beliefs which, in many cases, are in opposition to the public good. That IS why the 
FDA is so Important. It must be ObJectlve and ev~rluate the scientrfic data when making a decision 
in an unbiased manner. I believe it has not done so in this case. Additionally, the damage to the 
Industry cannot be assessed tmmedrately. It ~111 take years for poultry companrcs to understand 
fully how these changes will Impact them. For esample, just after removing antibiotrcs from their 
feed, a major poultry producer (13 full-scale slaughter facilrtres) called me Into 6 oftheir plants 
because they were having severe fecal contamrnation and the inspectors vvere writrng excesstve 
noncompliance reports. In fact, one plant was sht down while I was visiting. The intestines of 
these birds were vrslbly weaker than normal. In these instances, plant management ~111 likely 
never make the connectron between antibrotrc withdrawal (which is a corporate dccrsion and is 
only known to people who work with the growout operanon) and weak intestines or fecal 
contamrnatton. It is t’dr too complex a process for these assocrations to be made by plant 
employees. Thus, the company never really has a clear prcture of hovv antrbrotic withdrawal 
affects their total process or food safety. I have had more calls this year to come and assist plants 
wrth excessrvc Strl~t~ncffu prevalence than ever before. I am the only person In the U.S. who is 
doing this type ofvvork. I bellcvc that wrthdrawal ofantrbiotics may be contrrbutrng to this 
problem. 

Frnally, I am rcquestrng that you bring together a panel of truly Independent experts 
Including scientists, poultry professionals, public health specialists, and attorneys to sincerely 
evaluate the screntrtic information In an objective way so that approprrate conclusrons can be 
made. I appreciate your consideranon In this matter and would be wrlling to provrde any 
addrtronal Information that may be ofassistance. 
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